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higher health care costs, higher insur-
ance premiums, and a vast expansion of
government’s role in our daily lives.
They are pulling out all the stops.
They are doing everything they can to
jam this bill through, and they don’t
even seem to care anymore about how
ugly it all looks.

What we are seeing is nothing more
than a replay of the same revolting
process Democrats used to pass this
bill in the Senate, a process that com-
pletely outraged the public. The same
deals they used to get this bill through
the Senate are back. As if voting on
these deals the first time wasn’t bad
enough, Democrats in the House are
now getting ready to vote for them
again. Every one of the deals that were
so revolting to the American people
will still be in the bill House Members
are expected to vote on later this week.
That means that anybody who votes
for this bill will be voting in favor of
the special deals that were put there
for no other reason than to sway votes.

A handful of Democrats have stood
up in opposition to these deals and this
entire process. One longtime Demo-
cratic Congressman said last week that
he won’t be voting for the bill as a re-
sult of the deals. Here is what he had to
say. This Democratic Congressman
said:

I reject unequivocally the unsavory deal
making that took place in the Senate where
Nebraska, Florida, and Louisiana obtained
special benefits that do not apply to the
other States and those special benefits pro-
vided to those States at the expense of the
residents of all other States. I simply cannot
support legislation that contains those un-
warranted giveaways to a select few States
at the expense of others.

That was a Democratic Member of
the House of Representatives.

But others are keeping quiet. They
are still on the fence. That is why this
week’s vote promises to be even uglier
than the last one, because this bill goes
beyond things such as the ‘‘Cornhusker
kickback” and the ‘‘Louisiana pur-
chase’ and the ‘“‘Gator aid.”

I was disappointed to see the White
House reverse itself over the weekend
and endorse many of these sweetheart
deals after the President said he would
try to have them removed. Apparently,
they determined that removing the
deals might jeopardize efforts to pass
the bill. So now the White House says
it won’t object to all of the special
deals, just some of them. The White
House says it won’t object to all the
special deals, just some of them. What
that means, of course, is that some
Senators and House Members are get-
ting special deals on top of special
deals.

But that is not all the White House is
willing to do to jam this bill through.
According to press reports, it is also
promising to raise campaign cash for
House Members who vote for the House
bill. We read in one of the papers today
that the White House is openly sig-
naling that those lawmakers will go to
the top of the list for fundraisers and
Presidential visits ahead of the Novem-
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ber elections. So if press accounts are
accurate, lawmakers who support the
bill are being told they get repaid with
Presidential visits and big-money fund-
raisers from the President or the Vice
President—vote for the bill and you get
a special visit for your reelection cam-
paign.

We also read this morning in the Po-
litico Pulse that the drug lobbyists
were here in the Capitol over the week-
end huddling with Democratic staffers
to make sure their interests would be
protected in the final bill.

This is precisely the kind of thing
Americans rebelled against after the
last vote on this bill. This debate
should be about the substance of a bill
that would restructure one-sixth of our
economy and the direction Americans
want to go in as a country, not how
much money such-and-such Senator or
Congressman needs in order to vote for
it.

It is especially disappointing that
this particular White House is sup-
porting all this. After the ‘‘Cornhusker
kickback’ and the other special deals,
the administration had an opportunity
to distance itself from this process, to
hit the reset button, and to work to-
ward a bill Americans could be proud
of. Unfortunately, in its desperation to
force this bill through, the White
House is reverting to the anything-goes
approach, and the result is predictable:
Americans won’t like this bill any
more than they liked the last one.
They have issued their verdict about
this bill and this process. They don’t
like either one. And once again, the
only people who don’t seem to get it
are the Democrats here in Washington.

Mr. President, I yield the floor.

——————

RESERVATION OF LEADER TIME

The ACTING PRESIDENT pro tem-
pore. Under the previous order, the
leadership time is reserved.

———

MORNING BUSINESS

The ACTING PRESIDENT pro tem-
pore. Under the previous order, there
will be a period for the transaction of
morning business until 3 p.m., with
Senators permitted to speak therein
for up to 10 minutes each.

The Senator from Arizona.

———

HEALTH CARE

Mr. KYL. Mr. President, I wish to
pick up on the comments of my col-
league, the Republican leader.

There is another distressing story in
the paper today reported by the Associ-
ated Press. They report that all of the
special deals that last week the Presi-
dent said he was going to try to remove
from the legislation, now—except for
the ‘“‘Cornhusker kickback’—they are
going to leave them in there because
they need the votes. If that is correct,
this process is even sicker than we
thought it was.

March 15, 2010

Part of the reason for the Democratic
leadership using the reconciliation pro-
vision to fix the Senate bill was to take
all of these special provisions out, but
now it appears, according to the Asso-
ciated Press, that they are going to be
kept in there because they need the
votes.

Let me detail what a couple of these
are. Last week, there was a story in
Politico that detailed six specific
items. Of course, there was the
““Cornhusker kickback’ that got such
bad publicity and everybody agreed it
had to go, including the Senator who
voted for the legislation after he was
promised that in his State there would
be no cost for the coverage of addi-
tional Medicaid patients. Now that is
apparently going to be ‘fixed,” at
great expense, I might add, to the tax-
payers of the United States, but appar-
ently unfixed are six other items, and
there are more, by the way.

Quote:

“We have defended it and we will defend
it,”’ said Senator Bernie Sanders of Vermont,
whose state picked up $600 million in extra
Medicaid funding . . .

Again, I am quoting from a March 10
Politico story.

Second:

In a letter to congressional leaders last
week, Obama targeted the Nebraska and
Florida deals for elimination. The Florida
provision could also shield some seniors in
California, New York, New Jersey, and Penn-
sylvania, according to Senator Bill Nelson’s
office.

This provision deals with Medicare
patients. The reason it is important to
me is because there are 330,000-plus Ar-
izona seniors who have Medicare Ad-
vantage plans. These are the plans that
would suffer under the legislation pro-
posed by the President. Because they
would have benefits they currently
enjoy taken away from them, the sen-
iors in all of the States are obviously
complaining to their Senators. So
Democrats have said: Well, OK, if sen-
iors are upset about having these bene-
fits taken away, then we will shield the
seniors in our States who have these
Medicare Advantage policies so that
they don’t have to give up their bene-
fits—the biggest set of beneficiaries,
and there are over 800,000 of them in
the State of Florida but apparently
also some in California, New York, New
Jersey, and Pennsylvania. All right.
Special deal for them.

If this bill, by the way, is so great,
why do we have to protect our citizens
from its provisions? But that is the
way it works. However, my senior cit-
izen constituents in Arizona don’t get
grandfathered as do those in other
States. It just shows you how bad the
bill policy is in the area generally that
you have to protect your constituents
from suffering the effects of the bill
but also the bad policy that does that
to the detriment of other constitu-
encies. Apparently, now that is going
to stay in the bill.

Then there was the so-called ‘‘Lou-
isiana purchase,” $300 million to Lou-
isiana. Then there was the $1.1 billion
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